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RULING interesting to American women 

was made in New York November 30, 

setting aside the old English law of primogeni- 
ture. 

The appellate division of the supreme court 
and Edward R. Hewitt won a long legal battle 
for a seat on the board of trustees of Cooper 
Union, which his maternal grandfather, Peter 
Cooper, founded more than a century ago. 

Under the court’s ruling Hewitt, who is 56 
and a son of Sarah A. Hewitt, Peter Cooper’s 
daughter, will supplant Peter Cooper Bryce, 
34-year-old great grandson of the founder of 
the Union. 

The original Peter Cooper provided that his 
“oldest lineal male descendant” should always 
be a trustee of the institution. Bryce took the 
seat under the English law. But the court 
ruled that Peter Cooper probably would have 
taken an American attitude and meant that his 
daughters as well as his sons be considered 
within the rule of primogeniture. 


“Why, It Is Revolution” 
HAT the result of the recent election of 
eight women to parliament has had the 
effect of startling the British public is shown 
by the following quotation from a dispatch 
from the London correspondent of the New 
York World: : 


“Eight women now hold seats in the 
British house of commons. On the eve 
of the elections there were only three. 

“The unchanging enemy of feminism 
hugged it to his soul that all of these 
pioneers held their seats directly 
through and because of their husbands. 
It was regrettable, but left intact his 
belief that no woman would ever take 
part in the debates of parliament in 
her own right. | 

“The victory of the eight has swept 
away that comfortable faith. 

“‘One was a curiosity. Two were 
a quaint instance of the force of ex- 
ample. Three were a nuisance. But 
eight—why, it is a revolution! said a 
crusty Tory in the Daily Express. The 
defeat of his party, the loss of power, 
worried him less than this new phe- 
nomenon, the return of not only the 
three forerunners, who held their seats 
when cabinet ministers and party lead- 
ers were going down like skittles in the 
election storm, but five newcomers, 
chosen! for their own personalities 
alone. 

“He was undoubtedly right. The re- 
turn of the eight is immensely more 
important than the defeat of Mr. Bald- 
win, and when the memory of his brief 
government has shrunk to a footnote 
in a history book the elections of 1923 
will be remembered in English history 
as the first appearance of women in 
the British parliament.” 


But Not in Ohio 
ESPITE the opposition of several rail- 
roads, Miss Helen Shultz, a young 


‘ woman of Mason City, Iowa, operates a motor- 
bus line of sixteen vehicles over a 2000-mile 
stretch of roads. : 


NOTES OF THE WEEK 


Women Determine Civilization 


HE following comment on the feminist 

movement is quoted from Dr. Frank 
Crane’s article, “Civilization is Determined by 
the Condition of Women” : 


“The feminist movement through- 
out the world is but one phase of the 
forward thrust of the human soul to- 
ward ultimate equity and reason. 

“The only arguments that exist for 
keeping women in subservience and se- 
clusion are the same sort of moth- 
eaten arguments that are used for re- 
actionism everywhere; the same sort 

er of arguments that keep up kings, 
armies, navies, bishops, tariffs, silk 
hats, dress suits and quill pens. 

“Little by little the earth is rolling 
up into the light, and when the day 
shall fully dawn the woman shall 
stand squarely upon her own feet, mis- 
tress of her own body and soul, finding © 
her happiness not in being a shielded 
slave, but in assuming and discharg- 
ing her proper responsibilities.” 


British Women’s Work Forging Ahead 
HAT English women are all working for 
the same reforms despite the fact that they 
are affiliated in many organizations, rather 
than one central group, is indicated in the fol- 
folwing extract from the December 7th issue 
of Time and Tide: 


“Tt is sometimes advanced as a criti- 
cism of the British woman’s move- 
ment that it presses forward not in one 
single body, but in various groups. 
This seems to us a mistaken line of 
criticism. The fact that such groups 
tend to form appears to us a sign of 
growth, energy and vitality, and, pro- 
vided they work in harmony for the 
same objects, we believe their existence 
to be a source of strength rather than 
weakness to the movement. How 
closely allied they are in their aims 
may be proved by a study of the va- 
vious QUESTIONNAIRES they have 
issued in the just concluded election. 
‘We have had an opportunity of read- 
ing those sent out by the National 
Council of Women, the National 
Union of Societies for Equal Citizen- 
ship, the Women’s Freedom League, 
the National Union of Women Teach- 
ers, St. Joan’s Social and Political 
Alliance, and the Six Point Group. 
Their similarity, when we consider how 
wide are the superficial differences be- 
tween several of the groups concerned, 
is amazing. There has been an ob- 
vious desire to keep the questionnaires 
as short as possible, yet all have asked 
for pledges in respect to equal guar- 
dianship and equal pay and opportuni- 
ties for men and women, five have — 
asked for pledges in respect to equal 
franchise and four in respect to wid- 
ows’ pensions, women police and the 
right of married women to work.” 


Equal Rights 


Do Women Really Want Equality ? 
HIS caption at the head of an editorial 
in the January 15, 1924, issue of Collier’s 
calls striking attention to the interest which 
the Lucretia Mott amendment, since its intro- 
duction in congress, has aroused throughout 
the country. 


The editorial reads: 


“Some of our best friends among 
the leaders of women may be disturbed 
by what we said two weeks ago about . 
the proposed amendment giving wom- 
en full equality with men. We said 
that congress should pass the amend- 
ment, that the fact that women ask it 
should be enough for any body of men 
in power. : 

“Many believe that women cannot 
have legal equality without destroying 
the effect of laws which give special 
protection to mothers, widows and fac- 
tory workers. Those who want the 
amendment reply that they will gladly 
give up any favor for the sake of equal- 
ity. They want contract rights, prop- 
erty rights, and control over their chil- 
dren. The opponents come back with 
such questions as: ‘Would you have 
women subject to conscription in 
war?’ So the debate goes. But, after 
all, it is still largely a debate between 
professionals on both sides. The great 
body of women are not taking part, 
although the outcome will deeply affect 
their very lives. 

“Under our system a_ proposed 
amendment does not get a really thor- 
ough airing until it gets past congress, 
if at all. Committees, caucuses and 
rules bottle up the pros and cons. If 
congress passes this amendment, it 
will then go to the states, to be argued 
in every legislature, and in many to 
be voted on by popular referendum. 
That will bring the issue closer to all 
women, and will give us a real national 
debate. During the years that it 
would take to get through three- 
fourths of the forty-eight legislatures 
we'd have a good chance to find out 
whether the great silent majority of 
women want equality or prefer the 
special sort of protection they now 
enjoy. 

“Collier’s does not seek to make 
up its readers’ minds for them. It be- 
lieves that the women of the nation 
must make up their own minds. This 
question, of all questions, must not be 
left to men to decide. The amendment 
should go to the states, because a con- 
gress of men only is not qualified and 
has no right to withhold from women 
the decision on so vital and personal 
an issue as that of equality.” - 


Women Tutors Resign in Protest 

HE women tutors of St. Hugh’s College, 

Oxford, England, have resigned en masse 
as a protest against the non-reappointment of 
the Modern History tutor, Miss Cecilia Mary 
Ady. It is rumored that the members of the 
council, which includes male members of the 
University, have also resigned. 
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OR the first time a woman acted as Vice- 

President. Maud Younger will go down, 
if not in history, then in the memories of some 
score of senate pages, as the first woman Vice- 
President. For having read in the paper that 
there would be no holiday dinner given to the 
senate pages, because there was no Vice-Presi- 
dent this year, Maud 
Younger undertook to 
give the young men 
their Yuletide feast, 
heretofore always pre- 
sided over by that 
august official. It has 
been the time-honored 
custom, ever since 
there has been a Vice- 
President, to give the 
pages a dinner on one 
of the days that come 
between Christmas 
and the New Year. 


This year, however, 
President Coolidge 
was busy with his 
Presidential duties, 


and as the country has 
no Vice-President, no 
provision had _ been 
made to entertain the 
youngsters. Miss 
Younger, reading of 
this in the paper, de- 
cided to entertain the 
pages herself. 

She is well known to 
them, for her years of 
work for the suffrage 
and for Equal Rights 
amendments have 
brought her in daily 
contact with the em- 
ployes of the Capitol. She also noted appre- 
ciatively that the pages carry more cards to 
senators from members and lobbyists of the 
National Woman’s Party than from any other 
source. And as chairman of the legislative 
council of the Woman’s Party, she decided to 
give them their dinner. 


The National Woman’s Party registered a 
new member recently, a Founder, through the 
inspiration of Leora Spellmeyer 
Middleton, who is a member of 
the National Vaudeville Asso- 
ciation, and on Keith’s Vaude- 
ville Circuit. “Inspiration” is 
Mrs. Middleton’s word, for while playing in 
Washington she was taken to see the Lincoln 
Memorial. “It was there,” she said, “that I 
became inspired to know more of the govern- 
ment of the United States. It was ridiculous 
to realize that I, a property owner and tax- 
payer, and already in a headline position in 
vaudeville, should find myself so ignorant of 
the laws. I began asking how, why and where. 

The friend with me decided to bring me 


A New 


Founder 


However, it was more than a sense of appre- 
ciation for their courtesies that made Miss 
Younger undertake the feast at her own home, 
around the corner from the National Woman’s 
Party. She understood that these boys, who 
were given an almost official dinner as part of 
their Christmas holiday anticipations, would 


The Senate Pages Show Their Appreciation of Maud Younger’s Entertainment. 


be bound to feel the disappointment keenly. 

Miss Younger, among many other self-ap- 
pointed tasks, had done settlement work in 
San Francisco, and had the knack of knowing 
just what boys like. The dinner was served at 
noon in a long room, overlooking a Spanish 
courtyard. A huge Christmas tree, donated by 


to the National Woman’s Party for advice.” 

Mrs. Middleton was met by Anita Pollitzer, 
and gradually other members of the Woman’s 
Party gathered round the open fire listening to 
an account of the experiences of women in the 
vaudeville profession, and in turn explaining 
the aim of the Woman’s Party in relation to the 
discriminations against women in all profes- 
sions. | 

Mrs. Middleton, who works in partnership 
with her husband, who is in hearty sympathy 
with her interests in public affairs, told of 
many instances where customs of her profes- 
sion militate against the advancement of 
women. “Though to be sure,” she added, “if 
the average vaudevillian knew of the existing 
laws he would be quick to acknowledge their 
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WHEN MAUD YOUNGER ACTED AS VICE-PRESIDENT — 


the Woman’s Party, was in the center of the 
courtyard, and at the conclusion of the dinner 
Senator T. H. Carraway of Arkansas, dressed 
as Santa Claus, came down the blue and green 
stairway from the upper veranda to the court- 
yard with a remembrance in the pack on his 
back for each boy. 

The luncheon con- 
sisted of turkey and 
cranberry sauce, mince 
pie, ice cream, celery, 
olives, nuts and raisins 
—everything that boys 
like. The boys made 
toasts and speeches. 
The only grown-ups 
permitted at the din- 
ner were members of 
the Woman’s Party 
lobby committee, who 
acted as waitresses. 

After the presenta- 
tion of the remem- 
brances the party as- 
sumed an air of de- 
lightful gaiety. There 
were games which the 
pages and the lady 
lobbyists played to- 
gether, and out of the 
spontaniety of the oc- 
casion it was suggest- 
ed that the boys play 
they were senators and 
members of the Wom- 
an’s Party play that 
they were pages. 


_ Each boy took the 
character of some spe- 
cial senator and their 
impersonations were 
good enough for a high-class vaudeville show. 

Toward evening the young men took a re- 
gretful departure. One of them, walking home 
with Miss Edith Ainge, said, with a serious ex- 
pression on his young face, “You know, I think 
this Woman’s Party is doing a wonderful 
work.” | 


injustice toward women. However, in our pro- 
fession it is usual for the husband to collect 
the salary, although both husband and wife 
have signed the contract. 

“On the bill with us this week,” said Mrs. 
Middleton, “is an act by husband and wife, but 
the husband’s name only appears on the pro- 
gram. I have seen many instances where hus- 
bands and wives have worked together and 
made money jointly, when at the death of the 
husband the money has gone to a relative. 


“Tt is not only for myself, but for my little 
girl that Equal Rights interests me. I want 
her to say, with others of her generation, ‘My 
people forwarded the success of this great prin- 
ciple of Equality.’ ” 
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THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


‘‘Men and Women shall have Equal Rights throughout 
the United States and every place subject to its jurisdic- 
tion. 


Presented by the National Woman’s Party. 

Introduced in the United States Senate by Senator Charles E. Curtis, 
December 10, 1923. 

Introduced in the House by Representative D. R. Anthony, Jr., 
December 13, 1923. 


EQUAL RIGHTS AND CONSCRIPTION 


HE question is asked: “Will the Equal Rights amendment mean 
that women will be conscripted for military service?” 

Our answer is: “If we have conscription, it should be conscription 
of all citizens, men and women alike. Each individual would then be 
assigned to the position in which he or she could best serve the nation, 
as was done with the men who were conscripted in our last war. It 
would not mean that women would be assigned to serve in the trenches 
or on the battlefield if they were not valuable to the nation there. 
They could work in munition factories, in offices, in transportation 
departments, in hospitals, in ambulance units, to which places hosts 
of men were assigned in the last war. 

A measure now before congress shows how people are turning away 
from the idea that service in wartime is rendered only by men to the 
idea that service is rendered by all citizens, men and women alike. 
This bill provides that “in the event of national emergency declared 
by the Congress of the United States to exist, the President of the 
United States may draft into service all citizens of the United States 
between the ages of twenty-one and forty-five, or such other limits as 
the President may fix, without exemption on account of industrial 
occupation.” (House Resolution 194.) 

~ Women have always borne the burden of war, side by side with men, 
and as long as there are wars they will continue to do so, whether 
included in a conscription act or not. The Equal Rights amendment 
would not affect the service of women in wartime except to give recog- 
nition to this service which women have always rendered. 


Equal Rights 
WOMEN’S WORK 


T is a strong argument that can be used on both sides of a debate, 
and it is into this category that women’s work falis. Those who 
are opposed to Equal Rights maintain that because of women’s special 
contribution to the universe they should be “protected” from enjoying 
equal opportunities with their brothers; while those who favor Equal 
Rights claim that women’s work is so important that to restrict its 
functioning is to hamper not only women’s self-respect and safety, 
but to handicap the progress of the world as well. Both of these 
opposing schools bring out one central fact, namely, that women’s 
primary interests differ somehow from the interests of men. This 
fact is emphasized wherever women attain some measure of freedom, 
for when they speak their will they demand much the same things, 
no matter what their idiom. The French women, the German women, 
the English women, the women of India, Japan, America, Egypt, Tur- 
key, Scandinavia—all with no contacts whatsoever with one another— 
spontaneously phrase much the same program. Its points of differ- 
ence lie mainly in-its scope. Women who have enjoyed little freedom 
dare not demand so much as those who are more fully emancipated. 


Women of All Nations 


It is a striking thing to compare the demands of women of different 
nationalities. It is well worth the trouble of perusing foreign jour- 
nals or even of having them translated to see how closely related the 
vital interests of women are the world over. Peace, the protection of 
children, education, the abolition ‘of prostitution, the establishment 
of a single standard of morality, prohibition, maternity benefits, 
equal pay for equal work, equal marriage and divorce laws, equal 
guardianship laws, women on juries, women police, the suffrage, where 
women are still disfranchised, all of these things and others occur 
over and over again in every language. And they are not the demands 
that men are specifically making; they are the emanations of an in- 
creasingly enlightened womanhood. 


“Sisters Under the Skin” 


They indicate that women everywhere are “sisters under the skin,” 
and curiously enough they can all be led back to one central theme, 
motherhood. Whether a woman is a Japanese or an American, an 
Englishwoman or a Filipino, she feels more deeply than do the men of 
her race her responsibility toward future generations. It is as if 
within their very fiber women had certain instincts that are not yet 
developed in men. And these instincts are at the moment of the great- 
est possible importance to humanity, for they represent the concerns 
of civilization and they repudiate brute force. 


Vitality of Feminist Movement 


The extraordinary vitality of the feminist movement at this time, 
its multifarious victories even in backward countries, indicates the 
primeval force back of the movement. Not only women, but the wel- 
fare of the race demands that the mothers of the race be free. 


In the fight which the National Woman’s Party is waging for 
Equal Rights in America, we behold simply one battleground in a front 
that reaches around the world. Women are working everywhere for 
the same objectives and they will win, for Justice and Humanity are 
their standard-bearers and in their victory all mankind will share. 
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IT IS IMPORTANT TO OPEN MORE TRADES TO WOMEN 


7**\HE New York State Department of Labor, through Bernard L. Shientag, Industrial Commissioner, has issued a report on the average 

weekly earnings of men and women factory workers, which shows that the average weekly earnings of men in New York state factories 
are about twice as high as those of the women workers. For the first time the earnings of factory workers, published monthly by the. New 
York State Department of Labor, have been tabulated separately for men and women for most of the representative firms. They show 
weekly earnings of about $31.50 for men and $16.50 for the women. The earnings were slightly higher in New York city than up-state. 
For the women the difference amounted to $3.50. 


The statement issued by Industrial Commissioner Shientag is as follows: 


“In all the separate manufacturing industries the earnings 
of men are about twice as high as those of the women. It is not 
possible to say that women are paid half as much as men for the 
same work. No comparison of occupations within’the different 
industries was possible. It is quite certain, for example, that 
the occupations of women in the metal trades are quite different 
from those of the men. The question arises, however, whether 
the wages of women are low because the skill required is only 
half as great, or because the bargaining power of women is not 
so great as that of men due to restricted choice of occupations, 
oversupply in a few industries, lack of organization and other 
similar reasons. 


Open More Trades to Women 


“From the point of view of income and the cost of living it 
makes no difference whether women workers are paid less be- 
cause wages are low on account of the particular industries in- 
volved or because of the predominance of women. In attempts 
to raise women’s wages it is just as important to open more 
trades to women as it is to raise the wages in the trades in 
which they are now concentrated. 

“The women factory workers are crowded into a compara- 
tively few industries. More than half of them are in the cloth- 
ing, apparel and textile trades. In the metal trades they are 
in a few industries making instruments, appliances and elec- 
trical goods where metal stamping and processes involving lim- 
ited skill are in demand. The only other large group of women 
factory workers is engaged in the preparation of food products. 


Few Women in Highest Paid Trades 


“Women are found in very small numbers in most of the 
highly paid trades. This may mean that the highest paid trades 
require the most skill or it may mean that the employment of 
women causes earnings to go down. In general, men’s earnings 
are lower in those industries in which women predominate. 
The only important exception is in the clothing trades in New 
York city, where both men and women are highly organized. 
Wages of over $50 weekly are paid to women in one highly 
organized trade, but the number admitted to that occupation is 
almost negligible. : 

“Of the industries employing any considerable number of 
women, high wages were paid up-state to women in the shoe 
factories, the cotton mills, the factories making cameras and 
photographic supplies and other instruments, and in the sugar 
refineries. In most of these, the highest paid industries, the 
earnings of women averaged less than $17. The highest earnings 
for women in New York city were about $25 weekly in the 
women’s clothing and the millinery and dressmaking establish- 
ments. Earnings in the fur factories were also high. 

“The highest wages for men in New York city were $45 for 
stonecutters and over $40 in the printing plants. Up-state the 
highest earnings averaged $36 in the steel mills and the light 
and power companies. 


Low Wages in Canning and Glove Factories 


“The lowest earnings for women were up-state in the can- 
ning factories and the glove factories, where earnings averaged 
$11 or less. In New York city the low earnings were those of 
about $14 in the candy and the biscuit factories. The lowest 


earnings for men were in the cigar factories and in very few 
industries fell below $25. 

“The clothing industries represent the extremes in wages. 
The men in the men’s clothing and women’s garment factories 
in New York received higher earnings than were paid in most 
of the metal trades. In the men’s clothing and men’s shirt and 
collar factories up-state the average for men was about $25, 
much lower than the average for all industries. The women in 
the women’s clothing and millinery establishments made earn- 
ings about as high as those of the men workers up-state. The 
women in the up-state clothing factories were paid less than 
the average for women for all industries. The difference be- 
tween earnings in New York and up-state is most striking in 
the clothing industries, largely because organization is quite 
widespread in New York city and not so extensive up-state. 

“In the textile industries the apparent tendency for men’s 
wages to be rather low in the industries where women are en- 
gaged in large numbers is quite clear. The men in the textile 
mills, both in New York and up-state, earned less than the aver- 
age for men in all industries._In the cotton mills up-state the 
earnings of the men were less than $25 a week. The textile 
mills provide comparatively good earnings, about $15 a week, 
for the women up-state, but in New York city, where there are 
more opportunities for women, the earnings in the textile mills 
are relatively low. 


Women in the Metal Trades 


“The earnings of the women workers in the metal trades 
range about $16 a week. They are the same in New York city 
as up-state. The lowest average earnings for men are paid in 
the industries where there is a large proportion of women, and 
the highest in the industries, like steel mills, railway repair 
shops and car shops, where there are almost no women workers. 
In the brass and copper industries the earnings of men are $3 
lower in New York city than up-state. The factories making 
brass goods which employ many women are in New York city, 
and the foundries and mills which require almost no women are 
up-state. 

“In the food products industries earnings are relatively low 
for both men and women. They range around $13 for women 
and $29 for men. In the sugar refineries and tobacco products 
factories the earnings of women were from $15 to $16. Earn- 
ings in the tobacco factories were more nearly equal to those 
of the men than in any other industry. There are practically 
no women in the industries that pay the highest wages to men— 
the meat packing plants and those making malt beverages. 


Women’s Wages One-Half or Less Than Those of Men 


The printing industry pays relatively high wages to women. 
But the earnings are one-half or less than those paid the men in 
the same industries. The difference is one of occupation, most 
of the men being employed as printers and the women as book- 
binders. It raises again the question whether the wages paid 
to women are only half as high as those paid to men because 
the skill required is only half as great or partly because the 
bargaining power of women is limited. 

“The chemical industries up-state pay rather high wages to 
the women, $18 weekly in some of the up-state plants, espe- 
cially in the large cities.” 
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EQUAL RIGHTS AND THE MAGAZINES 


Equal Ricuts will present each month a list of articles of interest to femi- 
nists, selected from the current magazines by Isabelle Kendig. 


THE POSITION OF WOMEN IN 
FRANCE (Letter)—FEstelle Langner— 
Freeman, November 7, 1923. 


MARRIAGE UNDER TWO ROOFS 
—Crystal Eastman—Cosmopolitan, De- 
cember, 1923. 


ON THE MANLY VIRTUES—Grif- 
fis Marsden—Atlantic Monthly, Decem- 
ber, 1923. 


THE FEMINIST MOVEMENT IN 
CUBA—Mary Elizabeth Springer— 
Pan-American Union Bulletin, Decem- 
ber 1923. 


WHAT FOUR MILLION WOMEN 
ARE DOING—Elizabeth Brewer— 
Harper's Monthly Mazagine, December, 
1923. 


THE NEW WOMAN OF GERMANY 
—Gabriele Reuter—Current History, 
December, 1923. 


ARE YOU A FEMINIST?—Freda 
Kirchwey—World Tomorrow, Decem- 
ber, 1923. 


OUR INFERIORITY COMPLEX— 
Grace Hutchins—World Tomorrow, De- 
cember, 1923. 


THE UNMATED SURPLUS—Her- 
bert Adolphus Miller—World Tomor- 
row, December, 1923. 


ADJUSTMENT TO  SPINSTER- 
HOOD—wWorld Tomorrow, December, 
1923. 


IS THERE A “RIGHT” TO SEX 
EXPERIENCE?—A. Herbert Gray— 
World Tomorrow, December, 1923. 


FASHIONS IN WOMEN—Alice Beal 
Parsons—World Tomorrow, December, 
1923. 


THE ROAD TO FELLOWSHIP— 
John Haynes Holmes—World Tomor- 
row, December, 1923. 


A PLEA FOR MONOGAMY—Dr. 
Wilfrid Lay—Boni and Liveright. 


REVIEWS OF RECENT BOOKS 
ON WOMEN—World Tomorrow, De- 
cember, 1923. 


WOMAN’S MORALITY A LIGHT 
THROUGH THE AGES—Mrs. Henry 
W. Peabody—Current History, Janu- 
ary, 1924. 


THE FAMILY AT THE PARTING 
OF THE WAYS—Charles F. Thwing— 
Current History, January, 1924. 


GERMAN WOMEN’S FIGHT FOR 
LABOR EQUALITY—Gertrud Hanna 
—Current History, January, 1924. 


WOMEN IN, PARLIAMENT—Mar- 
jorie Shuler—Amé@rican Review of Re- 
views, January, 1924. 


VANISHING WINDOW BARS IN 
SOUTH AMERICA—Carroll K. Mich- 
enor—International Interpreter, De- 
cember 8, 1923. 


SHOULD YOUNG WOMEN GO TO 
WORK ?—Robert L. Duffus—Collier’s, 
December 1, 1923. 


BOYCOTT ON WIVES—Hortense M. 
Lion—Ref. Outlook, December 12. 


WOMAN REVEALED FROM TWO 
POINTS OF VIEW—Thomas L. Mason 
—Literary Digest International Book 
Review for January. (This reviews 
the “Soul of a Woman,” by Gina Lom- 
brosa; it also reviews “Woman Suf- 
frage and Politics,” by Carrie Chap- 
man Catt and Nellie Rogers Shuler.) 


ADVENTURES IN POLITICS—. 


Elizabeth Frazer—Saturday Evening 
Post, December 22, 1923. 


CAN SEX EQUALITY BE LEGIS- 
LATED—Harriot Stanton Blatch— 
The Independent, December 22, 1923. 


CHINA’S MODERNIZED LADIES— 
Literary Digest, December 8, 1923. 


WOMEN IN BRITISH POLITICS— 
Outlook, December 26, 1923. 


Equal Rights 


PUBLIC OPINION OF EQUAL RIGHTS AT THE TIME 
OF THE WORCESTER CONVENTION 


He startled a reader of today’s paper would be to see glaring 
from one of the columns giving an account of an Equal Rights 
convention the headline: “Fanatics and Madcaps”—with further ex- 
planation in a subhead: “Motley iieatidion of Socialists and Infidels 
of all Sexes and Colors.” 


And yet these very headlines appeared a brief 73 years ago topping 
a story in the November 29, 1850, issue of the Northwestern Dollar 
Weekly, published in Adrien, Mich., giving an account of the Equal 
Rights convention which had just taken place at Worcester, Mass., at 
which Ernestine Rose, Wendell Phillips, Abbey Kelly Foster, Lucretia 
Mott and other leaders voiced the rights of women. 


The Northwestern Weekly account of the convention begins : 


“For the gratification of our readers, we give some account of their 
proceedings which will be found highly amusing, and supremely ridicu- 
lous.” 


Then is given the following report which in 1850 was considered 
so “supremely ridiculous” : 


t 

“Speech by Abbey Kelly Foster: I do not talk of woman’s rights, 
but of human rights, the rights of hitman beings. I do not come to 
ask them, but to demand them; not to get down on my knees and beg 
for them, but to claim them. Sauce for the goose is sauce for the 
gander. We have the right to revolt, as did our fathers against King 
George III. The right to rise up and .cut the tyrants’ throats. On this 
subject I scorn to talk like a woman. We must give the truth and not 
twaddle.’ In short, in the harangue of Abbey, she simply demanded 
that men and women should be treated as human beings alike—that 
the sexes should be forgotten in society—that property and votes, and 
offices, civil, religious and military, even to the right of cutting throats, 
should belong to woman as well as man. She urged that the work 


should be commenced by educating both sexes together, and that all 


distinction in socieity between men and women should be abolished 
and that a woman was just as well qualified to be President as a man.” 


When one reads the press comments on the Equal Rights Confer- 
ence just held in Washington, one feels that the campaign is nearly 
won, so great has been the revolution in the mental attitude of the 
world toward Equal Rights since that convention at Worcester in 
1850- -the second Equal Rights convention ever held in this country. 


NATIONAL LEGAL RESEARCH DEPARTMENT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


By Jane NorMAN SMITH, 


Chairman of the New York Branch of the Woman’s Party 


AM writing to state what an advantage it 

is to the branches of the Woman’s Party 
to have the National Legal Research Depart- 
ment in Washington. 

We tried at first in New York to have local 
women lawyers, members of the Woman’s 
Party, draw our Equal Rights bills and answer 
any questions that came to us from other 
groups, including attacks on the bills. Again 
and again we found that our well-known wom- 
en lawyers were too busy to give us much serv- 
ice, and that, while they believed in Equal 
Rights in general, in interpreting the state laws 
their. viewpoint was not a feminist one at all, 
so that we were obliged to call their attention 
to discriminatory laws. They seemed to know 
very little about drawing bills, and referred us 
to the State Bill Drafting Commission, the 


members of which are all men, and did not seem 
to recognize legislation that discriminated 
against women. After spending various sums 
in unsuccessful efforts to secure the data neces- 
sary for our work, we turned with relief to 
Mrs. Matthews, the legal research secretary at 
the national headquarters, who then drew up 
our state Equal Rights bills. 

This campaign is very different from the suf- 
frage campaign. All kinds of legal technicali- 
ties are involved in our bills. Every day our 
speakers are attacked on various points of these 
bills. Every day we are asked to pass on sug- 
gested amendments proposed by other groups 
of men and women who are interested in the 
legislation. Only a lawyer who has prepared 
digests of the laws relating to women and who 
is thoroughly familiar with the intent of the 


bills can answer the questions that come in. 
During the last week, for instance, the New 
York branch has been obliged to call upon the 
national legal research department several 
times to send us statements on different clauses 
of our bills. Many times during the last two 
years eminent lawyers of both sexes have been 
quite positive that some of our bills were un- 
necessary, or that one point or another was 
entirely wrong. In every case they have been 
obliged to admit that we were right and that 
they were mistaken. They simply did not 
have a feminist point of view. 

Without this legal research department in 
Washington the state branches would not 
know where to secure the information and ad- 
vice necessary to conduct an intelligent cam- 
paign for Equal Rights. 
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NEWS FROM THE FIELD 


Resolution Endorsing Equal Rights Adopted by New York Meetings 


T a National Woman’s Party meeting held at the Allerton House, 

130 East 57th street, New York City, on Sunday, December 16th, 
a resolution endorsing the Equal Rights amendment was adopted, 
which was sent to President Coolidge and United States Senators 
Copeland and Wadsworth. The resolution follows: 


“WHEREAS, seventy-five years have passed since the first con- 
ference for Equal Rights for women, led by Lucretia Mott and 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, met at Seneca Falls, New York, and 
demanded Equal Rights in the franchise, in education, in in- 
dustry, in the professions, in political office, in marriage, in 
personal freedom, in control of property, in guardianship of 
children, etc., and 


“Wuereas today only one of the objects set forth in 1848 
has been completely attained—Equal Rights in the franchise— 
and there are more than fifty points of discriminations against 
women in the laws of the various states, and 


“Whereas Equal Rights measures passed by state legisla- 
tures may be reversed by later legislatures, while an amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution would establish the 
principle of Equal Rights permanently in this country; now, 
therefore, be it 


“Resolved, That this meeting declares itself to be in favor 
of the principle of Equal Rights for men and women and 
urges the President of the United States to support the 
Lucretia Mott Equal Rights Amendment.” 


A similar resolution was adopted at a meeting of the Woman’s 
Party held in Poughkeepsie, N. Y., on December 10th. 


On December 10th the Woman’s Republican Club of Brewster, 
N. Y., went on record in favor of the Equal Rights amendment and 
adopted a resolution urging Mr. Hamilton Fish, Jr., representative of 
the Twenty-sixth Congressional District of New York, to work and 
vote for the amendment. 


Similar action was taken on December 14th by the Woman’s Repub- 
lican Club of Patterson, N. Y., which is also in Mr. Fish’s district. 


Deputations And Meetings In New Jersey 


DEPUTATION of Woman’s Party members in the Seventh Con- 
gressional District of New Jersey recently interviewed Mr. 
Eagan, the representative in Congress of that district, on the subject 
of the Equal Rights amendment. When Mr. Eagan read to the deputa- 
tion a letter opposing the amendment signed by seven women’s organi- 
zations. ,Mary Dubrow, national organizer of the Woman’s Party in 
New hu , took up every objection made in the letter and answered 
it point by pdint. Mr. Eagan then stated that he realized that welfare 
legislation for women has frequently defeated its own purpose. While 
Mr. Eagan did not pledge definite support of the amendment he ex- 
pressed the hope that he could vote for it and promised to give it his 
most serious consideration. 

Among the members of the deputation who interviewed Mr. Eagan 
were Mrs. Mary Schneider, Mrs. Barbara Sharp, Mrs. Elmer Mount, 
Jr., Miss Henrietta Leyd, Miss Lillie Dubrow and Miss Mary Dubrow. 

Members of the New Jersey Branch are now arranging to have 
deputations to Representatives Serger and Lehlbach at an early date. 

Miss Ella Sherwin, of Brooklyn, N. Y., member of the Woman’s 
Party, and Mrs. Florence Kelley debated the subject of Equal Rights 
before a recent meeting of the Newark Business and Professional 
Women’s Club held at the Washington Restaurant. Mary Dubrow re- 
ports that a number of those who heard the debate became very much 
interested in the Woman’s Party side of the question and several new 
members were thereby gained. 

On Tuesday, December 11th, a meeting was held in Atlantic High- 
lands, and on December 12th one in Weehawken at which Mary 


Dubrow was the speaker. 


Ohio Branch Brings Determined Pressure on Congress 


MEETING of the Executive Committee of the Ohio Branch of 

the Woman’s Party was recently held in Columbus, with Mrs. 
Ivor Hughes, State Chairman, presiding. The decision was made to 
circularize the entire state membership, urging every member to 
write immediately to the Ohio Congressmen requesting them to work 
and vote for the Equal Rights amendment. Mary Brandon, state 
secretary, who was put in charge of this work, has reported to Na- 
tional Headquarters that telegrams in support of the amendment had 
been sent to all the Ohio Congressmen from the Secretary of State 
in Ohio, from the President of the W. C. T. U. and heads of several 
other large organizations. At the executive meeting Mrs. Valentine 


' Winters, legislative chairman, gave a report of the National Con- 


ference in Washington and outlined the work to be done in Ohio. 
During the winter Florence Bayard Hilles of Delaware will speak at 


a number of meetings in Ohio arranged by the Woman’s Party 
Branch. 


Miss Olive Poulson, first vice chairman of Ohio, who has been at 
National Headquarters for the past month as a member of the lobby 
committee, has now returned to her home in Orient and will give 
active assistance with the state campaign. Miss Poulson did in- 
valuable work with members of the Ohio delegation in Congress and 
was successful in securing pledges of support for the Equal Rights 
amendment from several of them. She will devote her time this 
winter to securing pressure from Ohio upon those Ohio Congressmen 
who still have the Equal Rights amendment “under consideration.” 


Organization Work Proceeding In Colorado 
ee E PARSONS, State Chairman of the Woman’s Party 
in Colorado, sends word to National Headquarters that the work 
of organizing the committees in every precinct of Colorado Springs is 


rapidly proceeding under the direction of Lillian H. Kerr, State or- 
ganizer. Committees have been formed in twelve precincts. 


Miss Parsons was one of the principal speakers at a luncheon of 
650 college students and alumni held recently at Colorado College in 
celebration of Home-coming Day. She spoke on the subject of “The 
College Woman in the World Today” and took the opportunity to de- 
scribe the program of the Woman’s Party for the attainment of Equal 
Rights. 

On December 15th a meeting of the State Executive Board was 
held in Colorado Springs, followed by a tea to which all members of 
the Woman’s Party were invited. 


Mrs. Kerr, State organizer, writes that a debate on the subject 
of the Equal Rights amendment is now being arranged by Professor 
Rehm of Colorado College between the women students of Colorado 
College and Denver University and the Teachers’ College at Greeley. 


Large Meetings Planned In Illinois 


EBECCA HOURWICH, national organizer, now assisting the 
Illinois Branch of the Woman’s Party, writes to National Head- 
quarters that Mrs. Julius Rosenwald of Chicago who gave constant 
assistance to the work of the National Suffrage Amendment has be- 
come a Founder of the Woman’s Party. On Monday, January 21st, 
Mrs. Rosenwald will hold a Woman’s Party meeting and tea at her 
home to which 150 guests will be invited. On Saturday, January 19th, 
a dramatic breakfast will be given by the Illinois Branch at the Black- 
stone Hotel, at which Mme. Ganna Walska (Mrs. Harold McCormick) 
will make her debut as a speaker for the National Woman’s Party. 


Miss Daphne Dodds of Chicago and Mary Caroline Taylor of 
Springfield, a member of the Illinois State Board, will shortly come 
to National Headquarters to represent the Illinois branch in inter- 
viewing members of Congress in support of the Equal Rights amend- 
ment. 
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REASURER’S REPORT, National Woman’s Party, Capitol Hill, 


Washington, D. C. Auditors: American Audit Company. 


Receipts to National Headquarters, December 7, 1923, to December 


19, 1928, $1,238,874.84. 


Contributions, membership receipts and other receipts, December 


19, 1923, to January 4, 1924: 


Mrs. Kent’s Comm. of 200 ........ $ 75.00 
Mrs. Legare H. Obear, D. C.... 5.00 
Per Michigan Branch: 
Mrs. Rilla Nelson.................... 5.00 
5.00 
Mrs. Olga Labuhn.................... 50 
Miss Rosaris Salas, D. C............ 1.00 
Mire. Boust, N. d................ 1.00 
Mr. John Preis, Colo.................... 5.00 
Per New York Branch: 
Mrs. John F. Barringer.......... 50 
Miss Ella C. Cunley............. 
Miss Blanche R. Decker... 50 
Miss Bessie Hosfall............... 50 
Miss Josephine R. Howe ....... 50 
Miss Elizabeth R. Mahar........ 0 
Dr. Helen L. Palliser.......... wes 0 
Mrs. Frank Schier.................... 50 
Mrs. M. H. Sullivan ............... 5 
Miss Katherine A. Faber........ 50 
Mrs. John F. Tyman.............. 50 
Miss Nellie A. Cronin......... 0 
Mrs. C. T. Newbury............... 50 
Miss Helen B. Warner.......... ay) 
Miss 8. B. Walker.................... 
Mrs. Victor Spanberg.............. 50 
Mrs. E. P. Hanyen.................. 50 
Mrs. Carl E. Whitney... ........ 
Mrs. Emile Berliner, D.C ..... 500.00 
Mrs. Annie Arneil, Del................ 20 00 
Miss M. Younger, Cal.................. 5.00 
Dr. 8. M. Huddleson, D. C ...... 5.00 
Dr. Helena N. Gargan, D. C ..... 5.00 
Miss Viola L. Walker, D. C .... 1.00 
Mrs. Ady C. M. Payne, D. C...... 1.00 
Miss Edna G. Dyar, D. C......... 1.00 
Miss Mary E. Garbutt, Cal........ 1.00 
Miss E. A. Buechele, D. C......... 50 
Miss Pliz. F. King, D. C .......... 50 
Miss Anita Pollitzer, 8. C ........ 25.00 
Per New York City Committee: 
Mrs. John Waterbury............ 50.00 
Mrs. R. C. Bamberger............. 5.00 
Miss Jeanette Ware................ j 


50 
Miss Rose Burns ..................... 50 
Miss Josephine Ware ........... 50 
Miss Marguerite Whitehead... 0 
Miss Carrie Simon................... 50 
Mrs. A. Weiderman............. 50 
Miss Mary Schippel..... 50 
Miss Mariana Woodhull ...... 0 


Miss Viola M. Atkins. ........ 
Mrs. Emil W. Kohn................ ; 
5 
Mrs. Theresa Shiverts........... 5.00 
50.00 
Mrs. L. M. Boomet................... 5.00 


Miss Cela Mendel.................... 
Mrs. A. M. Copeland............... 
Mrs. Lee K. Frankel............... 
Miss Edith Kapp...................... 
Miss Eleanor G. Hall............. 
Miss Marion 8. Duncan......... 
Miss Florence B. Meredith... 
Miss Sheila Laurie................. 
Mrs. Helen W. Post............... 
Miss Grace R. English, D. C. ... 1 
Miss M. K. Sumner, D. C ........... 10. 
Miss Marjorie Paul, D. C .......... 
Miss Emily F. Sleman, D. C...... 
Miss Martha Silsbee, N. H........ 
Miss M. V. Doggett, S. C............ 
Miss Emma R. Miller, Neb........ 
Per Illinois Branch: 
Mrs. Minnie Chapman............ 
Dr. Mary Pogue........................ 
Dr. Rachael H. Carr................ 
Mrs. Lottie R. O’Neill.............. 
Mrs. Thesesa Samuel.............. 
Miss Rena Hartung................ 
Dr. Clara J. Hendrickson...... 
Dr. Lilla EB. Beers.................... 
Mrs. Alice D. Allison.............. 
Dr. Rhoda P. Barstow............ 
Dr. Anna BP. Nevak.................. 5. 


Mrs. Clarissa MacMahon....... 


Miss Loiuise Thorne............... 
Miss Katherine Clancy. ............ 
Dr. Josephine Vander Wolff. 
Miss Nellie Goodnow.............. 
Miss Kate O. Guenther........... 
Miss Christine.Bednar........... 
Miss Florenée Healy................ 
Miss Ruth Seymour............... 


Miss Elma D. Cabill .............. 


Miss Jean Manson............... 


Miss Mary K. Platten... ..... 


Dr. Stella Greenberg................ 
Miss Carrie Smith.................... 


Miss Florence A. Chase.......... 
Dr. tome K. Brel. 
Dr. Jean M. Carrol.................. 
Miss Irville Miller.................... 
Dr. Julia Strawn...................... 
Miss Mary C. Wheeler............ 
Mrs. H. M. Brownell............... 
Miss Lillian E. Kurtz............. 
Miss Lillie FE. Moessner ......... 
Mrs. Philip Hammersmith... 
Miss Nellie F. Ryan................ 


Miss Moyyle Swanson... ...... 
Miss O. Allen Kellogg............ 


Dr. Emma H, Salisbury....... 
Dr. Katherine B. Rich ........... 
Mrs. Elizabeth Johnson........ 
Dr. Dora Hendrickson ........... 
Miss Josephine Casey............. 
Miss Frances Zoll................... 
Miss Gertrude Hardt............. 
Miss Sarah C. Scott .......... 
Mrs. Viola McKeon ................ 
Mrs. Jennie W. Buck............... 
Miss Orill M. Clark................ 
Dr. Vida Latham..................... 
Mrs. Sophia A. Good................ 
Mrs. Mathilda C. Petrie.......... 
Miss Frances Llioyd................. 
Miss A. T. Cannon.................. 
Dr. Alice Conklin..................... 
Dr. Lena 
Dr. Ella V. Davis ........:.......... 
Dr. Adelaide M. Tyrrell........ 
Mrs, Cherrill H. Wells ........... 
Mrs. Mabel Wackerhagen .... 
Mrs. Ella Brandow................. 
Miss Malinda Dirks............. 
Miss Gertrude Wilhelmi....... 
Miss Gertrude Ruf................. 
Mrs. Elsie Keller...................... 
Miss Tillie Wernick ................ 
Miss Lillian Moltros................ 
Miss Irene Carbury................. 


Miss Sarah M. Evans............. 


Miss Z. Anna Novolny............ 
Miss Emma L. Wells.............. 


Miss Albertrice Welter........... 
Miss Rose A. Murphy.............. 
Miss Mary M. De Merse........ 
Mrs. Mina A. Watkins............ 
Mrs. Frances Conrad.............. 
. Mrs. Sada M. Mariner............ 
Miss Flora J. Cooke................ 
Mrs. Francis Neilson............... 
Mrs. Martha K. Osgood.......... 
Mrs. Glenna L. Morse............ 
Miss Grace Simons................ 
Miss Mary E. Marye............... 
Mrs. Anna K. Hulburd............ 
Mrs. Joanna 8. Porter............ 
Mrs. Elaine R. Reinhardt...... 
Mrs. I. Samuel Simons............ 
Mrs. Mary Rogerson................ 
Mrs. Thomas Osker.................. 
Mrs. David Bauld.................... 


TWO MILLION DOLLAR FUND 


to bo 
- 


xt 


Equal Rights 


Mrs. Carolin M. C. Hawkins. 50 Miss Mary M. Childs, D.C... 6.00 
Miss Elsie Bartlett.................. 50.00 Mrs. Anne T. Renshaw, D. C 10.00 
Mrs. E. P. Leinweber .............. 25 Mrs. M. H. Worrell, D. C........ | 3. 
Mrs. A. W. Bryant........... 50 Pherne Miller, N. J......... 1.00 
ee eee 50 Mrs, E. R. Applegate, W. Va . 1.00 
Mrs. Mabelle F. Phillip........... 5.00 Mrs. H. C. Cole, Conn............... 1.00 
Mrs. Ada Wightman .............. 50 Mrs. A. L. Cost, D. C................... 1.00 
Mrs. Lillian Wightman .......... 50 Mrs. C. Helmsen, N. J................ 5.00 
50 Miss Emily I. Farnum, D. C.. 5.00 
Mrs. Adele W. Damon............ 50 Miss Pauline Hammett, D. C... 5.50 
Mrs. P. B. Watrous................. 50 Mrs. Aksel Wichfeld, D. C...... 100.00 
Mrs. Henry Royer.................... 50 Mrs. R. B. Wallace, D. C........... 25.00 
Mrs. Franklin Hardinge........ 50 Mrs. Dwight Clark, D. C............ 25.00 
Miss Mary C. Conway............ 50 Miss Joan Grayson, D.C............ 10.00 
Miss Lydia McKenna.............. 50 Miss Jessie Ainge, N. Y............. 10.00 
Mrs. Emeline Tricka................ 5.00 Mrs. I. Belle Peppard, Minn . 5.00 
Miss Avice Martin.................... 50 Bishop Alma White, N. Y......... 10.00 
Mrs. Z. E. Martin.................... 50.00 Mrs, 8. Patz, Ga....................... i, 2.00 
Mrs. Kathryn Ambler............. 50 Mrs. A. C. Wiggin, N. J.............. 1.00 
Mrs. Ruth N. Thomas............. 50 Miss Bessie Quinlan, D. C ..... 1.00 
Miss Daphne Dodds............... .25 Mrs. C. B. Middleton, N. Y 25.00 
Mrs. Genevieve Porter............ 50 Mrs. Chas. C. Kearns, D.C .... 1.00 
Mrs. John Wicks............... Khe 50 Mrs. J. F. Magee, D.C.......... ree 1.00 
Mrs. E. H. Brownell................ 50 Miss Lottie P. Magee, D.C .... 1.00 
Mrs. Harriet L. Magill........... 50 Miss Emma Gillett, D. C.......... 1.00 
50.00 Mrs. H. W. Wiley, D.C... . x 5.00 
Miss Geneviece Melody............ 5.00 Miss Adelaide Short, Wash... 5.00 
Mrs. Augusta N. Rosenwald. 50.00 Miss Laura Norris, D.C........ 1.00 
Mrs. Mary C. Taylot................ .25 Mrs. Pearl Fdwards, Tenn 25.00 
Miss M. Miss Grace B. Cross, Pa............ 1.00 
Miss Mabel Browers................ 25 Miks Jane F. Reid, Ill.............. 1.00 
Mrs. Beatrice B. Carlson .... 50 Miss Annie L. Reid, I11......... #3 1.00 
Mrs. Clara H. Corcoran........ 50 Miss Verna C. Chesney, D.C . 6.00 
50 Miss Wilma Henderson, Mass . 10.00 
Mrs. Chas. E. Fisher................ 50 $Mrs. A. P. Clark, Jr., D.C .... 200.00 
Miss Anna M. Warren ........... 50 Miss Eliza Tonks, D. C......... hath 10.00 
Miss M. H. Lewis, D. C............. 1.00 
RF .50 Miss Flossie W. Kincaid, D. C. 1.00 
Mrs. Martin Strand................. 50 Nina Allender, D. C...... 10.00 
Mrs. W. E. Williams............... 50 Miss Louise Park, D. C............. 50 
Mrs. C. B. Schoenberger...... 50 Mrs. Chas. H. Ruth, D.C ........ 2.00 
Mrs. Carrie L. Struve........... 50 Miss A. L. Minick, D.C .......... 70.00 
Mrs. Clara J. Hager................ .50 Mrs. J. C. Henderson, Mass....... 25.00 
Mra. W. C. Frank............. ....... 50 Miss C. Mytinger, D. C............ .50 
50 Miss L. G. Harroun, D. C.......... 50 
Mrs. R. J. Johnston................ 50 Miss Lucile A. Calmes, D. C...... 5.00 
Mrs. Irving W. Kelley......... &: 50 Mrs. Bella M. Lewyn, Cal ...... 2.00 
Payment of D. C. budget quota 8.00 
rs. U. UU. a r- 
Mrs. E. C. Sale of 11.00 
Mrs. Eliz. M. Melchert ........... ‘50 Sale of picket pin...........0............ 3.00 
Mrs. Mildred G. Brown ...... .. 50 
Miss Caroline V. Langworthy 
Miss Katharine L. Calloway. 5.00 Total receipts through Jan. 3, 
Mrs. Thomas H. Heneage .50 1924 $2,210.00 
Mrs. George H. Barnard ....... .50 Total receipts, Dec. 7, 1912, 
Mrs. Lotta Grossman.............. 5.00 to Jan. 4, 1024 ................... $1,241,084.84 


COMMENT OF THE PRESS 
From The Catholic Citizen (London, England), December 15, 1923. 


66 6 QUAL RIGHTS’ has been active in all recent issues on behalf 

of the great demonstration in Washington that the National 
Woman’s Party organized for November 17 and 18. This included a 
deputation to President Coolidge and a demonstration in the crypt 
of the Capitol around the statue of Lucretia Mott, Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton and Susan B. Anthony in celebration of the seventy-fifth anni- 
versary of the birth of the Equal Rights movement in the states. All 
this was intended as an effective prelude to the discussion of the amend- 
ment known as the Lucretia Mott amendment, to be debated by con- 
gress in December: that ‘Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States and every place subject to its jurisdic- 
tion.’ We are left feeling that we women in England have an enor- 
mous amount to learn from our American sisters in the art of effective 
demonstration, and something, too, perhaps, in sheer hard work and 


organization.” 
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